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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on February 27, 2007 has been received and entered. 
The currently pending claims considered below are Claims 1-30. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

• * 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefore, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on the theory that the claim is 
directed to neither a "process" nor a "machine," but rather embraces or overlaps two 
different statutory classes of invention set forth in 35 U.S.C. 101 which is drafted so as 
to set forth the statutory classes of invention in the alternative only. Lyell, Ex parte, 17 
USPQ2d 1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990).Therefore, dependent claims 12-20 are 
also affected by ttie same rejection. 

4. Claim 21 is non statutory.The claimed system is constructed of software 
program instructions. Thus, the claimed system comprising of : invoking a program 
component; invoking execution of the call on the target object; determining whether the 
execution exceeds a threshold and notifying the caller object is considered as software 
program containing machine-executable instructions, per se (and not associated with 
any physical structure). See MPEP 2106.01 - 1: "...computer programs claimed as 
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computer listings per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the programs, are not 
physical "things." They are neither computer components nor statutory processes, as 
they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed computer programs do not define 
any structural and functional interrelationships between the computer program and 
other claimed elements of a computer which permit the computer program's 
functionality to be realized... ". Also it appears that no useful result is achieved from 
invoking a program component and notifying the caller object . See MPEP 2106.01 (IV) 
(c). 

Claims 22-30 are also rejected for failing to remedy the deficiencies, of the above 
rejected non statutory claim 21 . 

Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

6. Claims 11-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention because, 
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Claims 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being a single claim 
which claims both an apparatus and the method steps of using the 
apparatus is indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. *> IPXL Holdings v. 
Amazon.com, Inc.. 430 F.2d 1377, 1384, 77 USPQ2d 1140, 1145 (Fed. Cir. 2005);< 
Ex parte Lyell, 17 USPQ2d 1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). Therefore, dependent 
claims 12-20 are also affected by the same rejection. 

Appropriate correction is required . 

Claim Rejections - 35 use § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obvious rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
' forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Arteaaa. et aL (US 200201 61 826) in view of Damon (US 6826761 ). 



Claims 1,11 and 21 , Arteaaa discloses a system and method for calling a target object 
from a caller object in a first call mode, comprising: 
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invoking a program component in response to the caller object initiating the call 
to the target object (fig. 16 paragraph 94 and 95); 

invoking, with the program component, execution of the call on the target object 
(fig. 16, paragraph 94 and 95); 

monitoring, with the program component, the execution of the call on the target 
object (fig. 13, paragraph 73 and 75); 

But he merely teaches determining, with the program component, whether the 
execution of the call on the target object exceeds a threshold; and notifying the 
caller object to cause the caller object to change from the first call mode to a 
second call mode in handling the call if the execution of the call is determined to 
exceed the threshold. However, in the same field of endeavor, data processing 
system Damon explicitly discloses a system and method that detect when a 
system call exceed a threshold and sending notification message and switching 
the application mode from synchronous to asynchronous(FIG. 2, col. 4, lines 6- 
67; col. 6, lines 30-35).Therefore, it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Arteaga's invention with 
Damon's invention in order to avoid illegal time out message sent to users of a 
system. One would have been motivated to allow asynchronous application to 
synchronously act in order to use the same system memory and to avoid creating 
extra space (Damon, abstract; col. 3, lines 8-14; col. 4, line 60-65). Therefore, to 
improve the overall system performance. 
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Claims 2, 12 and 22 Arteaqa teaches, 

I 

wherein the first call mode comprises a synchronous mode and the second call mode . 
comprises an asynchronous mode(fig. 16, paragraph 94 and 95). 

Claims 3,13 and 23, Arteaga discloses a system and method as in claims 1,11 and 22 
above. But he does not disclose determining whether the execution of the call on the 
target object exceeds the threshold comprises determining whether the call has been 
executing for a maximum period of time. However, in the same field of endeavor, data 
processing Damon explicitly teach a system and method wherein determining whether 
the execution of the call on the target object exceeds the threshold comprises 
determining whether the call has been executing for a maximum period of time 
(abstract; col. 3, lines 1-5; expiring of the timer). Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Arteaqa's 
invention with Damon's invention in order to avoid illegal time out message sent to 
users of a system. One would have been motivated to allow asynchronous application 
to synchronously act in order to use the same system memory and to avoid creating 
extra space (Damon, abstract; col. 3, lines 8-14; col. 4, line 60-65). Therefore, to 
improve the overall system performance. 

As per Claims 4,14 and 24, they are rejected for the same reason as the claims above. 



Claims 5, 15 and 25, Arteaga teaches, 
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storing any return value from tlie called target object in a future object if the execution of 
the call on the target object exceeds the threshold (fig. 1 and 5 paragraph 109; storage 
device). 

Claims 6, 16 and 26, Arteaaa discloses a system and method for calling a target object 
as in claims 5, 15 and 25 above and further discloses the step of returning the return 
value from the target object to the caller object (paragraph 135, table 9). 

Claims 8, 18 and 28, Arteaqa disclosed a system and method for calling a target object 
as in claims 1,11 and 21 above and further discloses a proxy object (fig. 12, paragraph 
157). 

Claims 1 0, 20 and 30, Arteaaa teaches, 

wherein the program component executes in a first thread, further comprising: spawning 
a second thread to execute the call on the target object invoked by the component 
object (paragraph 53; multithreading). . 

Claims 7,17 and 27: Arteaqa discloses a system and method for calling a target object 
as in claims 5, 15 and 25 above, and merely disclose periodically querying with the 
caller object the future object after receiving the notification from the program 
component to determine when the return value is available in the future object; and 
accessing the return value from the future object after determining that the return value, 
is available in the future object. 
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However, in the same field of endeavor Damon discloses a system and method that 
includes que to store timeout message and a data base that store timer which suggest 
pending calls and reuse of data object (col. 5, lines 39-60; col. 6, lines 5-40). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Arteaga's invention with Damon's invention in order to 
avoid illegal time out message sent to users of a system. One would have been 
motivated to allow asynchronous application to synchronously act in order to use the 
same system memory and to avoid creating extra space (Damon, abstract; col. 3, lines 
8-14; col. 4, line 60-65). Therefore, to improve the overall system performance. 

Claims 9, 19 and 29, Arteaga discloses a system and method for calling a target object 
as in claims 8, 18 and 28 above, but he does not disclose, 

wherein the program component comprises an invocation handler, further comprising: 
throwing an exception, by the invocation handler, when determining that the execution 
of the call on the target object exceeds the threshold, wherein the caller is notified 
through the thrown exception. 

However, in the same field of endeavor Damon discloses a system and method that 
include a time out function for detecting time out call and throwing time out message 
(col. 4, lines 33-48; Col. 5, line 5-55; col. 6, lines 5-40). Therefore, it would be obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Arteaga's invention with Damon's invention in order to avoid illegal time out message 
sent to users of a system. One would have been motivated to allow asynchronous 
application to synchronously act in order to use the same system memory and to avoid 
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creating extra space (Damon, abstract; col. 3, lines 8-14; col. 4, line 60-65).Therefore, 
to improve the overall system performance. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

Duaan et al. (20020083166) discloses a method and apparatus for managing 
local resources at service node in an intelligent network. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdou Seve whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062 . The examiner can nomrially be reached on Men - Fri. 7:30am - 4pm . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on 571-272-3718. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

AKS 

April, 20.2007 



Conclusion 




